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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
01/14/2008 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1, 3-7, 9-13, and 15-25 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are moot in views of 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objection 

4. Claims 7 and 9-1 2 are objected to because of the following informalities: the 
claims recite "a computer-readable storage medium". However, no explicit definition of 
"a computer-readable storage medium" is found in the specification. For examining 
purpose, the claimed "computer-readable storage medium" will be read as typical 
computer storage medium such as computer discs or memory, and not including 
transmission medium. Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1 , 6, 7, 12, 13, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Malik (US 6,957,259), further in view of DiStefano III (US 6,631 ,400, 
DiStefano). 

7. For claim 1 , Malik discloses a method to manage mass publication delivery, the 
method comprising: 

■ content publishers, who publish electronic publications, registering the electronic 
publications with a server accessible by a plurality of clients (col. 6 lines 49-67, 
col. 7 lines 47-55, col. 8 lines 4-9, a postmaster registers his email profile at a 
server); 

■ the server storing the registered electronic publications in a database (col. 7 lines 
38-46, store received registered emails in a database); 
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■ configuring the plurality of clients to query the database to determine if a 
publication addressed to at least one of the plurality of clients received is 
registered (fig. 5A, receive emails and determine if emails are of registered 
source); and 

Malik does not explicitly disclose: 

■ the server placing one or more of the registered electronic publications on one of 
a subscribed and unsubscribed list based on input from a user; 

However, DiStefano discloses: 

■ the server placing one or more of the registered electronic publications on one of 
a subscribed and unsubscribed list based on input from a user (col. 5 lines 41-47, 
col. 5 line 66- col. 6 line 2, users opt in to receive registered content, server 
match registered emails to user's topic, col. 1 lines 42-64, opt in subscribe list for 
users) 

Malik-DiStefano then discloses: 

■ delivering the publication to an inbox associated with the at least one of the set of 
clients if the publication is registered and is on the subscriber list (Malik, fig. 5B, 
deliver emails if registered, DiStefano, col. 1 lines 42-64, and in user opt-in list). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Malik and DiStefano to take advantage of opt-in 
features of DiStefano. 



8. 



For claims 7 and 13, the claims are rejected for the same rationale as in claim 1 . 
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9. For claims 6, 12, and 18, Malik-DiStefano discloses the invention substantially as 
in claims 1, 7, and 18. Malik-DiStefano further discloses the publication includes a mass 
email publication (Malik, col. 2 lines 26-27, mass emailing). 

1 0. Claims 3-5, 9-11,1 5-1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Malik-DiStefano, further in view of Kirsch (US 2004/0177120). 

1 1 . For claims 3, 9, and 15, Malik-DiStefano discloses the invention substantially as 
in claims 2, 8, and 14. Malik-DiStefano does not explicitly disclose the delivering 
includes delivering if the publication has not been placed on the unsubscribed list. 
However, Kirsch discloses the same (DiStefano, [0025], fig. 2 steps 32-34, black list). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Malik-DiStefano and Kirsch to take advantage of 
black listing features of Kirsch. 
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12. For claims 4, 10, and 16, Malik-DiStefano discloses the invention substantially as 
in claims 1, 7, and 13. Malik-DiStefano does not disclose configuring each client to 
perform an authentication operation to authenticate the content publisher; and to deliver 
the publication if the content publisher has been authenticated. However, Kirsch 
discloses the same (Kirsch, [0035], authentication of a sender by using a signature in 
conjunction with some other information). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one 
skilled in the art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Malik-DiStefano 
and Kirsch to take advantage of authentication features of Kirsch. 

13. For claims 5, 1 1 , and 17, Malik-DiStefano-Kirsch discloses the invention 
substantially as in claims 4, 10, and 16. Malik-DiStefano-Kirsch further discloses the 
authentication operation comprises sending authentication information received from 
the content publisher to the server for verification of the authentication information 
(Kirsch, [0035], authentication of a sender by using a signature combined with some 
other information). 

14. Claims 19-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Malik, in view of Michael (US 2002/0188689), further in view of Kirsch. 

1 5. For claim 1 9, Malik discloses a method to filter electronic publication, the method 
comprising: 
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content publishers, who publish electronic publications, registering the electronic 
publications with a server accessible by a plurality of clients (col. 6 lines 49-67, col. 7 
lines 47-55, col. 8 lines 4-9, a postmaster registers his email profile at a server); 

determining if the content publisher has registered the electronic publication with 
the server (fig. 5A, receive emails and determine if emails are of registered source) 

Malik does not disclose for each of the electronic publications, the server 
randomly assigning a unique address to a respective content publisher, assigning an 
identification to a respective publication, and storing only the unique address, the 
identification, and a name of the respective publication in a database; 

However, Michael discloses the same (fig. 16, a database storing content 
publisher and publication identifiers, e.g., "Gardening R Us" magazine 123-abc) 

Malik-Michael does not explicitly disclose: 

receiving at a client an electronic publication from a content publisher; and 
wherein the database further stores a subscribed list comprising a first set of electronic 
publications for which a subscription is unblocked and thus allowed to reach an inbox of 
the client and an unsubscribed list comprising a second set of electronic publications for 
which a subscription is blocked and are to be deleted instead of being placed in the 
inbox of the client. 

However, Kirsch discloses using user white list and black list for allowing and 
blocking emails from reaching user's inbox (fig. 2, steps 28-34, [0025], white list, black 
list) 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Malik, Michael and Kirsch to take advantage of 
user white list and black list features of Kirsch, also identifying electronic messages 
using identifiers as disclosed by Michael. 

16. For claim 20, Malik-Michael-Kirsch further discloses the determining if the 
content publisher has registered the electronic publication with the server comprises: 
computing a signature of the publication; and sending the signature to the system to 
check if a signature corresponds to a registered publication (Michael, fig. 16, signature 
of publication, Kirsch, [0035], [0056], compute sender identification hash code and look 
up). 

1 7. For claim 21 , Malik-Michael-Kirsch further discloses the system is remote from 
the client (Kirsch, fig. 1 , central database in a third party server). 

18. For claim 22, Malik-Michael-Kirsch further discloses placing the publication in an 
inbox of the client if the publication is registered with the server and is on the subscribed 
list (Malik, fig. 5B, deliver emails if registered, Kirsch, fig. 2 step 34, white list). 

19. For claim 23, Malik discloses a method to manage mass publication deliver, the 
method comprising: 
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content publishers, who publish electronic publications, registering the electronic 
publications with a server accessible by a plurality of clients (col. 6 lines 49-67, col. 7 
lines 47-55, col. 8 lines 4-9, a postmaster registers his email profile at a server); 

Malik does not disclose for each of the electronic publications, the server 
randomly assigning a unique address to a respective content publisher, assigning an 
identification to a respective publication, and storing only the unique address, the 
identification, and a name of the respective publication in a database; 

However, Michael discloses the same (fig. 16, a database storing content 
publisher and publication identifiers, e.g., "Gardening R Us" magazine 123-abc) 

Malik-Michael does not explicitly disclose: 

receiving a request from a client to determine if a publication identified in the 
request is registered with the server (fig. 2 step 60); 

checking if the publication is registered with the server (fig. 2 step 62); and 
sending a result of the checking to the client (fig. 2 step 34). 
However, Kirsch discloses: 

receiving a request from a client to determine if a publication identified in the 
request is registered with the server (fig. 2 step 60); 

checking if the publication is registered with the server (fig. 2 step 62); and 
sending a result of the checking to the client (fig. 2 step 34). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Malik, Michael and Kirsch to take advantage of 
user white list and black list features of Kirsch, also identifying electronic messages 
using identifiers as disclosed by Michael. 

20. For claim 24, Malik-Michael-Kirsch further discloses receiving input from a 
plurality of separate clients; and computing an index for each registered publication 
based on the input, wherein the index provides an indication of how many users in a 
community of users have indicated that the registered publication is unwanted (Kirsch, 
[0013], the rating is based on multiple users' inputs). 

21 . For claim 25, Malik-Michael-Kirsch further discloses sending the index to the 
client (Kirsch, [0013]). 

Conclusion 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hieu T. Hoang whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1253. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 8 a.m.-5 p.m., 
EST. 

23. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571-272-3913. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

24. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



HH 

/Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2152 



